
Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



Office Action Summary 



2a)M This action is FINAL. 
3)D Since this application 



nication(s) filed on t>% h$f<Z0<Sh 

2b)0 This action is non-fin 



>n for all 



practice ur 
i the application. 



>n and/or election requirement. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) h2i is/are pending 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 12-14 and 22- 

5) H Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

&M Claim(s) 1-11 and 15-21 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to re 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 



application fr< 
* See the attached detailed Office 



ternational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 



1 4) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
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A response has been filed on Aug. 25, 2003 
Claims 1-11 and 15-21 are being examined. 

Rejection of claims 1 & 15 under 35 USC112, 1 st paragraph is now withdrawn 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-11 and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over EP1035163 in view of Bertrand et al (US 5985776). 

Please refer to prior office actions for this rejection. 

Applicant's arguments filed Aug 25, 2003 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicants have amended the specification to obviate the objection based on 
absence of written description requirement. 

Instant claims 1 & 15 new encompass a composition, which is comprised of a 
polymer of mol wt. of less than 500,000 g/mol. EP '163 discloses a similar composition 
containing a polymer of mol.wt of 500,000 or more. It is the examiner's position that 
since the upper limit of the (claimed) range (of mol wt) and the lower limit of (disclosed) 
range (of mol wt) are so very close that the claimed composition is not different from the 
prior art composition. In re Titanium MetajjCorporation of America V. Banner, Supr&^ 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U. K. Rajguru, whose telephone number is 703-308- 
3224. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9310/9311. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 





U.K. Rajguru/lap 
December 1 1 , 2003 



